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CASE W. RES. I. INT'L L.
0 PREFACE 0
Revolutionary wars frequently erupt on the international scene.
The unfortunate prevalence of these conflicts necessitates a con-
stant discussion of the international rules of guerrilla warfare and
revolutionary war. In the first article in this issue of the journal,
Charles R. King explains why it is in the best interest of all par-
ticipants to adhere to the rules of war which dictate that captured
combatants be accorded humane treatment. He indicates that tra-
ditional notions of international law may constrain an international
solution to this problem and suggests that existing international
machinery be better utilized in solving the problems caused by revo-
lutionary wars.
The second article is a survey of the Antimonopoly Law of Ja-
pan. The authors, Professor Mitsuo Matsushita and James L.
Hildebrand, discuss the recent developments in Japan's antitrust
law as applied to international situations. This article should be of
special interest to the practitioner since Japan is currently liberaliz-
ing its trade and investment laws and the United States' trade and
investment with it is likely to increase. The student Note comple-
ments this article by discussing several problems that face business-
men and lawyers when the United States' antitrust law is applied
extraterritorially. Analyzing the conflict of laws problem in the
Sherman Act's extraterritorial application, the student finds that
the current approach of the Justice Department has reduced the
number of international controversies in this area. However, this
approach does not resolve the actual conflict of laws problem. It
is proposed that the courts consider limiting a State's right to pre-
scribe and enforce its legislation, thereby reducing the conflicts
problem.
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